Introduction
In this chapter I would like to analyze the implications of the concept of multiple identities from the point of view of paradigms of social and cultural change, especially the evolutionary one. The notion of 'multiple modernities' denotes a certain view of the contemporary world-indeed of the history and characteristics of the modern era-that goes against the view long prevalent in scholarly and general discourse (Eisenstadt, 2000 (Eisenstadt, , 2002a (Eisenstadt, , 2002b Roniger and Waisman, 2002) . It goes against the view of the 'classical' theories of modernization and of the convergence of industrial societies prevalent in the 1950s, and indeed against the classical sociological analyses of Marx, Durkheim, and (to a large extent) even of Weber, at least in one reading of his work. They all assumed, even if only implicitly, that the cultural program of modernity as it developed in modern Europe and the basic institutional constellations that emerged there would ultimately take over in all modernizing and modern societies; with the expansion of modernity, they would prevail throughout the world (Eisenstadt, 2002a) .
All these scholars, with the partial exception of Weber, and above all the classical theories of modernization including Parsons, were closely identified with a certain evolutionary -above all Spencerian paradigm, perhaps one which assumed that organizations and societies, like organisms, develop from simple to more differential ones and that the more differentiated ones entailed greater adaptive capacities. But the reality that emerged proved to be radically different. Indeed, the developments in the contemporary era did not bear out this assumption of the 'convergence' of individual societies and have attested to the great diversity of modern societies, even of societies similar in terms of economic development, like the major industrial capitalist societies-the European ones, the US and Japan. Far-reaching variability developed even within the West -within Europe itself, and above all between Europe and the Americas -the US, Latin America, or rather Latin Americas. The actual developments in most modern and modernizing societies indicated that the various institutional arenas -the economic, the political and that of family, while indeed characterized by a genuine trend to differentiation-exhibit continually relatively autonomous dimensions that come together in different ways in different societies and in different periods of their development. The same was even more true with respect to the relation between the cultural and structural dimensions of modernity. A very strong -even if implicit -assumption of the studies of modernization, namely that the cultural dimensions or aspects of modernization -the basic cultural premises of Western modernity-are inherently and necessarily interwoven with the structural institutional ones, became highly questionable.
While the different dimensions of the original Western project have indeed constituted the crucial starting and continual reference points for the processes that developed among different societies throughout the world, the developments in these societies have gone far beyond the original 'Western' or European model of modernity.
Modernity has indeed spread to most of the world, but did not give rise to a single civilization, or to one institutional pattern, but rather to the development of several modern civilizational patterns, i.e. of societies or civilizations which share common characteristics, but which yet tend to develop different even if cognate ideological and institutional dynamics. Moreover, far-reaching changes which go beyond the original premises of modernity have been taking place also in Western societies. In this paper I shall examine some of the major assumptions of the notion of multiple modernities; especially the view of modernity as a distinct and yet multifaceted civilization; the basic premises and institutional characteristics of this civilization; at the same time, second, I shall analyze the roots of the tendency to the development, within the framework of this civilization, of multiple versions thereof, of multiple modernities. In the last part of this chapter I shall analyze the implications of the concept of multiple modernities for the analysis of theories of social change, especially evolutionary ones.
* * *
It is a central assumption of the notion of multiple modernities that these different modernities do share some common characteristics but that at the same time there develop great differences between them -not just local variations, but indeed differences with respect to the core characteristics of modernity. This double characteristic of modern societies, which constitutes the very core of the notion of multiple modernities, can best be seen with respect to a crucial aspect or component of modernity-namely that of protest.
One of the most important characteristics of modernity is indeed the centrality of protest. Symbols of protest-equality and freedom, justice and autonomy, solidarity and identity -which can be found in the margins, peripheries, or in movements of protest in all human societies became
